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BoxNQ. i[ Priority 
1 * O The fo\lm'm dpqurn^ tim not b^fn famished: 

□ copy of tee «arifef applfcatioft whose prtpriiy has been clalmecl (Rule 43i?fe1 and 66.7(3)). 
O translation oi the eariier applic^ij whose pitority has tieen ciataect (Rule and 66^{b)). 

ConsequenUy ft has not been possible to oonsfder the valfclfty of me prioifty cfaim. Tli® opinbn ha$ 
nei/eitheless been established on tha assumption that the relev^ant date is the daimad pric^ date. 

Z O pfe opln toirh^ been establiish^ as if TOfriot% hatbeen clamed due tp the fac* that the^ prjorfty claim 
haat^^fpupdinval^^i^^ and 84.1), Thus for theinirpKise^ 

aing date indicated above is consWered to be tf^^ 

3. a !t has not been possibre to consider the validity of the pKo% claim b^use a copy of the piofity document 

was mi avalfable to the ISA at the time that the search was conducted (Rule 17,1). This oplnfon has " 
nevertheless been established on the assumption that tiie relevant date is the clairrod priority date. 

4. AdcStionat observations Jf necessary: 



43dfe,1(a)(i) wtthmgard to novelty, fnvently^ st^p or 
tnousiglal appiicab iHty; crtations and explanations supportlnfl such statement 



t Statement 



Novelty (N) 



Inventive step (IS) 



Industrtat appticabiuiy (|A) 



Yes: Claim 

No: aarms 

Yes: Ctalms 

No: Claims 

Yes: Claims 

No: Claims 



2^12,14 
1.13 



M4 



M4 



2. Gftaftions and explanattons 
see separate sheet 
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WRITTEN OPINION OF THE International applicaHon^lo, 

INTERNATIONAL SEARCHiNO 

AUTHORfTY (SEP ARATE SHEET) PCT/EP2Q04/Q13t58 

Reference! is macle to tKe fpilowins c|oq.u.i]pent$: 

D1: US 6 138 Oil A 
02: US 2Q03/0100326 A1 

D3: ETSI TS. 143 068 VS.^p (^02-12), "Digital cellufar tef^cpmmunicatiofis system 
(Phase j^yj yok^ ^quj) Call Service (VGCS); Sjagi 2 (3(3PP TS 43.068 version 
S.2.0 Release B) " 

A Citations a nd eypt^natfons madft in resbect of baraf j iriaph Vz 

t, Doaiment Dl (see in particular column 6. line 42 to column 7, fine 27; Figure 1) 
discloses, according to all the features of clatnt 1, a method forJfansmiHing text- 
and^or Wn&ry Infocmatiorr (see "short message" In Bne 14 of column 7) In addition to 
voice information for a talicer (see M 1 1" in Rgure 1 ) and at least one listener (see 
"107* to 'i to* In Figure 1 > of a Voice Group Call (see in paft'cular column 7, Ones 1 0 
to 12). comprising sending a special dedicated signal to alMisteners and to the talker 
(see In paiticulaf column 7, lines 1 2 to 1 6 and 24 to 27). 

The subject-matter of claim 1 therefore is not new, Artide 33 (2) PCT. 

It shmild furttiermore be noted that even if the Applicant intended to argue noveiiy of 
clapm 1, based on a sflghtly different Interpreteflon of ttte features of dalm 1 and 
those disclosed in document 01, the subject-matter of said dalm would not involve 
an Inventive step, Article 33 (3) PCT. having regard to the disclosure of document 
Dt and the nonnaf knowledge of a person skilled In the art of mobile communication 
networits and related group call techniques. In this respect, reference is made to 
document 02 (see in particular paragraphs [0031] to [0033]; Figure 1) which 
dtsclo^s a similar method of transmitfing binary tnfonnation (on a special dedicated 
(control) channel) In addition to voice information (on a traffic channel) to the 
members of a Voice Group Call. 

2. The same considerations as made in above par^raph 1 relating to lad< of novelty 
and inventive step of claim 1 are also valid for Independent claim 13 since said 
claim 13 is based on the same essential feature combination ss claim 1 in terms of a 
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d^m retedSng to a mpJbille Qommunica|Ion system. 

The sub^-^tter of daim 13 therefore Is neidwr new, ArSde 33 (2) PGT, npf 
does It involve an inventive step, Artide 33 (3). POT. 

3. Dejpi»tdeift claims 2 to 12 and 14 do not contain any addHfonal features whTch» in 
comfc^naldoh v»th fhe fei^S iol'#iii^ di^ni tei vvhtch th^ refer;^^ btvolve ^ inw^tive 
step for tiie reason Jiat the subject-fnatter of said daims eiUi»r Is In prindjple 
direct derivable from the disdosure of dodiment Dl {see in particular column 6^ line 
42 to Gobyimn 7» line 27; fngure % or repres^its minor tedinic^ details which are 
based on the general i^owledge of the person sHilled in the field of (GSM) mobile 
communicalion netwoite and related group call techniques (see eg. docu-ment D3, in 
parficular paragraphs 4.2, 5,1 and 11.3^; Rgtire 1 \ 

Dependent daims 2 to 12 and 14 therefore do not meet the requirements of Artide 
33(3)PGT. 



B. Further remarks made In respect of th e present application; 

When entering the PCT-ll phase (examination phase) or a national/regional pha-se, 
tiie following points should t}e teken into con^deraHon: 

1 . Most of the features preceded by "... the ..." In claims 2, 4, 5 and 7 to 1 2 are not 
dear (ArBde6 PCT) for the reason that said feahires have not been previously 
defined in said cisums or in any (or all) claim(s) on which said d^ms respectively 
depend; ie. said feabjres have no antecedent 

2. The abbreviations used in claims 4 and 7 to 12 (eg. "PtP-SMS" in cy m 4 or "SM" in 
claim 5) are not clear (Artide 6 PCT). and should therefore be disclosed in full 
wording upon their first occurrence In the claims. 

3. It should be noted that the features in parentheses In claim 1 have no limiting effed 
as to the scope of the claim (see also PCT Guidelines, 5.1 1 ). 
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4i (SaJm 1 2 chjes not mieet Si^ requirements of Article 6 PCT taken In comblnafion with 
Rule 6.2 <a) POT, ss it indudes a reference to the <ie$c^ption filled as 
atKordingly ttie descrited procedures 

However, such a refei^nce ts oni/ allowabte where the reference Is ;^o]utefy 
necessary (see also PCT GuideBnes. 5.10), wWch Is not the case here. 

$. To meet the requirements of Rule 6.3(b) PCT» any ireJependent cyrnsh^ 

correctly cast in the two-part forni, with those features which in combination are 
part of the nearest prior art (ie. document D1) being placed in the preambte. 

6. Reference signs in parentheses should be inserted In all the claims to increase their 
rnteliigibility, Rule 6.2 (b) PCT. Tiiis applies both to the preamble and to the 
characterizing portion. 

7. To meet the requirements of Rule 5.1 (a) (ii) POT, the documents m to D3, which 
represent a relevant state of the art wSh regard to tte present invention, should be 
identified in the opening part of the descripMon and the relevant background art 
disclosed therein should be briefly discuss^. 

8. The opening part of the desc-iip8on should be brought Into conformity with the 
wording of any new or amended independent claim(s>. Rule 5.1 (a) fiit) PCT. 

0. The atbenUon of the /^piicant is drawn to the fact that the application may not 
be amended in such a way that it contains subject-matter which extends 
be^nd the content of the application as filed. Article 34 (2) (b) PCT. 
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